JFK Conversations - Alan Dale speaks with Pat Speer 
- 5 AUG, 2021 


https:/Awww.youtube.com/watch?v= 





Uploaded by Assassination Archives and Research Center 


(https:/Awww.youtube.com/channel/UCTkqmYSbj62S YnZbivuZrXw) on Thu Sep 09 2021. 


Alan Dale speaks with independent researcher, essayist, lecturer, co-producer of The Mysterious Death of 
Number 35, Pat Speer. 


http://www.jfkconversations.com/ 


https:/Awww.patspeer.com/chapter-18c-reason-to-doubt/home 


00:00:00 (https://www.vyoutube.com/watch?v=pdNF4Dbf3RY) 


[Music] welcome to jfk lancer conversations an online interview program featuring discussions with prominent 
authors historical researchers and notable personalities associated with the study of president kennedy's 
assassination [Music] welcome to jfk conversations my name is alan dale today i have the pleasure of 
speaking with a dear friend and colleague pat speer who is an independent researcher essayist lecturer and 
commentator whose presence and participation within the current stream of jfk analysis is well established 
and well respected his website pat spear dot com presents stand-alone chapters which cover a broad range 
of forensic and physical controversies associated with the jfk story and he is written and co-produced with 
braden mendelsohn the video documentary the mysterious death of number 35. i am happy to have as our 
guest pat speer thank you for being with us greetings alan greetings greetings from the sixth floor of 
wherever you are is that correct you're on the sixth floor yeah i'm in the sixth floor looking at the southeast 
window overlooking elm street i assume no i'm overlooking the 605 freeway i'm in southern california iam a 
leukemia patient at the city of hope currently and uh this is where tomorrow is my stem cell transplant so this 
might be the last time i'm feeling chipper for a while and uh so i thought it was kind of appropriate to give you 
a call and talk to you from this place on this date i'm so glad and obviously you know 
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i'm so glad and obviously you know thinking of you wishing you well um you sound great by the way you 
know i've heard you sound a lot worse than than this yeah when i was first in the hospital several months 
ago i was dealing with pneumonia yeah and so they kept putting tubes and stuff down my throat and my 
vocal cords were pretty shot yeah but they recovered somewhat the first thing that i would want to to sort of 
understand which is actually something that you and i have never really discussed and we've spent quite a 
lot of time you know privately discussing all kinds of interesting things but i've never really uh asked you how 
it is or why it is that you became focused on issues relevant to the study of president kennedy's 
assassination well like a lot of people that it was something i i was three years old you know i was two and a 
half when he when he was was killed and uh i have a vague memory of people gather around the tv but i 
didn't really know much about it a few months later there was an elderly gentleman who gave me a kennedy 
half when they were first printed and he says you know i want you to hold on to this forever and i'm like oh 
i'm gonna go get some candy and he's like no no no don't ever spend it kennedy half dollars yeah the very 
first president he was a great man i looked up at this guy he was like 80 years old and he had tears in his 
eyes that totally hit me that but there was something special about this yeah and then uh you know years 
passed and i uh um yeah i developed a i had a friend who was really into it and his mother was very catholic 


and she had a shrine to kennedy in her house and he gave me rush to judgment and i read russia judgment 
and i think yeah there's problems with the case and then a few years later you know but i didn't really get 
sucked into it but then a few years later um the movie jfk came out and um i was in the record business and 
uh two things happened one 
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business and uh two things happened one i saw the movie twice and one of the times i saw him with with my 
friend's dad's and he's like oh you know that's all nonsense right i'm like no i don't think it is i think there's 
something to it right right and then um one of my uh sales reps was going to jim mccollis remember his name 
and jim mccall was really used from texas he was really into it and uh so i came across it because i was a 
buyer at a record distributor somebody returned dvds to us that included jim mars crossfire the warren report 
and um a bunch of like films like on this d uh i guess it was a cd-rom cd-rom and uh i don't want to say for jim 
mccall but i decided to get one for myself too and i watched that and i read it and i started getting really 
questioning about it in the meantime i had this girlfriend who was a big perry mason fan and so i bought her 
robert groves the killing of a president as a christian president because he was like i said we could solve this 
crime together and she thought it was cool we read she read it and i read it but in the killing of a president 
they had a picture of the uh what they call the mystery photo the autopsy the open skull photo and i saw 
when i looked at i said oh there's a bullet hole right there but he doesn't mention it in the caption like he must 
have made a mistake why does he mention the caption so that photo kind of haunted me and then um but i 
kind of dropped it because i had another you know i was in the record business i thought i was you know i 
was traveling around hanging out with people like prince and stuff like that i was having some like you know 
adventures within the record industry that kind of like preoccupied me for years boy you know you must be 
really old because i i've never heard this term records what what does that mean and outside of the context 
of the national archives well at the time it was it was vinyl was on its way out these sets were dominant they 
first started and then uh cds became the dominant one so it was mostly the cd industry 





mostly the cd industry but i worked at a one stop where we sold blank tape recordable stuff and because i 
was the indie buyer whenever anybody wanted to put out a record to a non-mainstream you know pipeline i 
became kind of like an expert on that so i spoke at different conferences and like when prince decided he 
wanted to be the artist formerly known as prince and put on his own records right right that's where i got it 
and uh so yeah i had it you know pretty interesting life i got to meet some interesting people go to some 
great shows and you know eventually mess up with the great artists like alan dale and uh yeah so that was 
uh preoccupied me for several years but uh i was still like haunted by the kennedy assassination and then 
after i was out of the record industry i decided to write a screenplay about some of my exploits because i've 
ended up being the company i went into i built up went bankrupt through embezzlement from my boss but 
there was also some like criminals that were brought in to clean it out like 20 something types sort of yeah 
and so i wrote a screenplay about it and then i'm like what am i going to follow it up with and i had this idea 
like oh i followed up with the screenplay loosely based on the kennedy assassination but then i started i think 
it was positive case closed and i'm like huh maybe there's nothing to it maybe i'm just full of crap and maybe 
all these books are full of crap but then i found a website i think was based on harold weisberg's works but 
they went through like step by step and they talked about like a lot of the stakes in case close so i was like 
okay it's not as easy as that and one of the problems i had with case closed was that his depiction of the 
single bullet theory they like put kennedy's shoulders like up by his ears and that that the animatic drawing of 
kennedy was just [___] i'm sorry about the french and uh although jackie kennedy although jackie kennedy 
eventually was fluid in french and i'm wondering if you know she passed like a anyhow 





you know she passed like a anyhow they uh so case closed i kind of like put that aside like you know what 
there's probably some truth in here but it's mostly so i started reading other books like i said i already read 
crossfire so i knew a lot of stuff from there and i read the killing him a president and rushed to judgment but 
then i just started reading everything and anything i could and i started realizing that like people you know 
there was a lot of mistakes and so then i'm like i need to go beyond the conspiracy literature and so i 
followed it david looked at his footsteps i assume because i went to ucla biomed library i started just 
photocopying um you know uh article after article on gunshot wounds you know radiology of gunshot wounds 
and uh just really immersed myself in it and i actually spent i think it was about two and a half years full time 
really going down there photocopying articles coming home and studying the articles writing a little bit about 
it um eventually i just started you know creating a powerpoint presentation about it and then it's like i you 
know i did some i started uh actually selling off my cds on the internet which is interesting because one of the 
first people to buy something for them is john mcadams yeah which was strange the late professor the late 
professor which led to my discovery because i'm like is this the john mcadams so i googled john mccain from 
the address yeah which i forget where it was in wisconsin and anyhow it came up that he had a radio show 
another radio show was the advertisements on the radio show or by the cia so that was something i came 
forward with eventually when he started you know uh i think he was complaining about uh john simkin on the 
education forum and i said what about you your radio show sponsored by the cia and he's like oh no it's not 
that's just a coincidence and all this stuff you know you touch upon a couple of things one of which is 
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things one of which is you know there are some obvious figures gerald posner professor mcadams people 
who have defined aspects of their professional careers as adversaries to others among us who are focused 
on historical research and trying to make sense of a great deal of complexity great deal of contradictive 
claims what professor or what dr josiah thompson refers to as alleged facts and uh and all of that is certainly 
true but it may be based upon what i think i'm aware i try to stay clear of most of the forums and the 
internecine warfare is it fair to to suggest that maybe you have been engaged more often in debate with 
people who are ostensibly on our side than the obvious high-profile interactions you've had with people like 
professor mcadams oh yes because i became a moderator on the john simkins education forum well why on 
earth would you want to do this well i respect john very much it's great at first i was you know on the forum 
because i wanted to learn from larry hancock because larry hancock was discussing his book there and i 
was really yeah someone would have talked and uh so i was there to talk to larry hancock and then for a 
while mark lane was on the forum and there's different people were on the forum that i was interested in 
talking to david lipton absolutely jerry heming some of these people but then uh you know but when i came to 
moderators sometimes when people got online i try to correct them and then they would go after me it was 
personal you're kidding i'm shocked i'm shocked i tell you that there's gambling there was a group of people 
that were strongly alterationist they wanted to say all the evidence was fake and everything and i disagree 
with them about that and so since i just disagree with about that i didn't destroy their posts 
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that i didn't destroy their posts because of that but they i started becoming like a target of their abuse where 
at one point i admitted that why i tell you to say i have to admit i just stayed in a fact that like you know not 
everybody has failure with the cia works for the ca their whole life or is even in the know of anything and i 
cited my friend's mom who was a secretary of the cia during the bay of pigs and she had very you know 
vague recollection of like you know uh teletypes coming over that she had to type up or whatever but she 
didn't really know what the hell was going on and she only worked for a couple years and then they're like so 
later on i i see he posed past spirit who admits he's cia affiliated and i'm like my best friend's mom worked 
there 45 years ago or whatever it was you know like clearly we can't trust past spirit because he's all these 
cia yeah and there's also the fact that my stepdad worked at lockheed on skunk works so he built like the self 
shell fighter and stuff like that so like oh he's got all these connections and like anybody's almost everybody 
in southern california is somebody who's a family member who works with lockheed it's a huge employer out 
here yeah mcdonald's yeah yeah and uh so any of it is so i just saw that there was a non-um rational 


element to the research community where they were just so desperate to believe what they wanted to 
believe that they would make up or twist anything to help them believe what they wanted to believe yeah i 
have my own perception of these types of things which is why i resist engaging people who demonstrate so 
regularly so reliably so predictably that they are not critical thinkers and that they that opinions based upon 
faith or belief or their own egotism uh probably are not ultimately ultimately 
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probably are not ultimately ultimately going to be persuasive to me about complex issues that is a classic 
thing that you just referred to i had never heard you you never told me about that where you had a friend his 
mother was a secretary working some utilitarian position inside the agency the result of which is some of 
these ridiculous people within the jfk research world would then claim that you're obviously working in some 
deep integrated cover on their behalf the food she fed me with cia foods [Laughter] that's funny uh someday 
i'll tell you about a very very close associate of mine introduced to me by the extraordinary ultimate scholar 
malcolm blunt who senior field officer engaged primarily in covert warfare throughout a significant period of 
his service as an agency officer and we've learned quite a lot by becoming friendly very friendly with a figure 
who is um deeply knowledgeable about the interior and management authorities and internal internal 
systems um very valuable to talk to everybody to reserve you know trust until it's earned but um a lot of the 
jfk research people whose whose opinions largely are shared on facebook i realize that they're really very 
what's the word biased and they're not very open in in many cases to alternate perspectives especially those 
based upon actual research 
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research right yeah well one of the things i found this is actually ties in is that so much of what people think is 
based upon a book in the or a book or an article and a lot of times they're cherry-picked evidence absolutely 
jerry pickens people can't help but there's so many witnesses there's so many statements that you see a few 
that fit what you that you've been told or what you want to believe and then you line it up and then this 
becomes the myth so that's what led me to largely to create my website where i would go through i created a 
database of all the witnesses trying to capture all the statements that were available yeah so that people 
could see that a lot of what is cherry picked is not true and i uh then applied it you know sometimes with 
conspiracy theorists are saying but i have a chapter on my website where i go through what vincent boyosi's 
book which was acclaimed is this thorough brilliant book and he totally misrepresents what the eyewitnesses 
said about the assassination itself yes because he cherry picks witnesses he has like howard brandon 
describing right the head shot but he uses that to describe what he claims was the second shot which you 
know um with the single bullet shot in his viewpoint so he just misrepresents um harry brennan said it was 
the final shot nothing anyhow but they uh he misrepresented what these witnesses said over and over and 
over again and so i you know wrote an article on that which i think has done the test of time and in fact with 
like probably the single you know one one article it's a long article but the single article that like shows the 
flaws of this yoshi book and no one's ever dared to refute it and say like oh no you're wrong you're 
misrepresenting what he said no ii nailed it and uh you know because that book was a prosecutor's brief but 
he makes a big point 





brief but he makes a big point throughout the book cutscene it wasn't you know this book is i looked at all the 
facts and all the evidence no you didn't you cherry picture of course of course so you're bringing into exactly 
what i want to focus some attention upon which is i'm not clear if initially you if the project of your ongoing 
contributions to your website patspear.com if you in if you first thought well i'm assembling all of this stuff and 
i'm analyzing it and i'm commenting on it and maybe i'll publish a book like everybody else and i'm curious to 
know if the website itself sort of took on a life of its own uh and that that is your book and that it can be 
updated and revised as you as you come to new understanding or as new information is introduced that has 
to be taken into consideration and if from there you were given an opportunity or in collaboration with your 


friend um a decision was made that may be a very well produced um video documentary uh the mysterious 
death of number 35 would emerge thereafter so what was the chronology what was your thinking okay so the 
chronology was um i was you know a bit of a luddite it wasn't very technical and so i was originally using 
photocopy machines and like doing photocopies of images and trying to get like things to match up 
particularly when i was studying the mystery photo the photo which some people say is the front of kennedy 
skull and others say is the back of the skull so i was um i was totally blown away because you look at the 
definitions of the original uh analysis by the doctors and they say they indicate that they were looking at the 
back of the skull and then later on when the car panel looked at it they indicated they were looking at the 
front of the stone and then since then that they make the official government perspective is that it's the front 
of the stroll just like no just a quite clear clark 
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just like no just a quite clear clark clark panel era is johnson administration after not after the horn they 
decided uh well your friends see our friend team thompson yep and written a book and in the book he 
showed how the bullet supposedly entered low and back at kennedy's head and blew off the top of his head 
that's what the warren report said right but the angle from the 64 window doesn't add up did the bullet like 
you know change angles within the skull or whatever but instead um the clark panel was convened to try to 
clear up some of the as russell fischer the head of the clark panel hired by the u.s department of justice um 
under ramsey clark attorney general they uh they determined that oh no no the bullet really entered higher 
on the skull and that's why the angles did add up before yeah and he he never specified that but he said that 
they created their panels to help refute some of the junk in in thompson's book and i think i was the first 
person to piece together that was specifically the junk because that was the main thing they changed was 
the angle of the bullet through the skull but ironically they by doing that they decided that the original autopsy 
was bogus because the doctors didn't even know what bone the bullet entered on so so they you know in 
order to try to fix um thompson they ended up throwing uh the original autopsies under the bus so to speak 
and made up like total incompetence so that was one of the things that i dealt with like so you know which is 
this photo was it originally with the dot the autopsy doctors get it right or did the uh you know um so i 
compared all the different statements the autopsy doctors made on the years and they all still kind of said 
like after the start panel said oh it shows the front of this though the autopsy doctors are showing the phone 
and they're like i don't know what it shows i don't 
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it shows i don't i don't i don't understand this photo anymore yeah this photo doesn't make sense to me that's 
interesting and all this stuff which is interesting because you supposedly were there when the photo was 
taken and uh so ii did so i created a database pretty much all the statements about that and i tried to make a 
powerpoint presentation trying to show my argument that it really shows the back of the head so then i 
started adding on sections to that my original powerpoint presentation which i included all the witness 
statements to the shooting because i realized there was over the years of first shot miss myth that slip that 
slipped into the uh the record where people were readily accepting that the first shot missed and that conley 
turned to his right after the shot and everything and i'm like no you're going up one witness and what he said 
later and you're not going by um and your interpretation of when he turns and you're not going by what all the 
witnesses said so i created a database showing that virtually all the witnesses who saw the shooting and 
saw kennedy react to shooting said that kennedy immediately reacted and like gay power said he slid over to 
his left yeah and all that is shown around frame 190 you know and not training 225 or 224 whenever people 
say that conley was hit so i i concluded that kennedy was hit before he went behind the science later on i 
found articles written that i think by i don't remember the name in the early 70s there were some guys who 
studied the film and they concluded that and of course the hsca famously concluded that too and uh one of 
the things i found that was also interesting is that you know um fujosi in his famous mock trial brought the 
hceca's expert of oh i forgot his name right now but the photographic expert he testified in the mock trial that it 
was you know the kennedy was shot before he went behind the sign and this was in leoski doesn't question 
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and this was in leoski doesn't question it at all and yet years later in the yoshi book he completely leaves that 
out and he presents all this evidence saying that kennedy was shot later and uh so yeah boyosi uh you know 
made it out like oh the evidence is very clear to him but he was just guessing so he was chasing back and 
forth and when he thought the shot so the focus to which you're referring in your own work is this what by 
2016 [Music] has sort of evolved into a presentation uh a new perspective on the shot that killed kennedy is 
that what we're talking about it started off just focusing on the head wound yeah and i got struck in the single 
bolt theory you know as you know i ended up being the one to talk about the space typical theory at the 50th 
anniversary of the war report in bethesda voodoo science the single bullet theory voodoo science and 
zombie lies how's that for a title because one of the things i discovered there is that um it's quite clear when 
you look at the historical record that arnold specker knew the bullet was on the back the bullet entered on the 
back yeah we saw the autopsy photo oh yeah but he went ahead and um [Music] you know uh entered the 
with the drawings into the evidence that showed it to be on the back of the neck yeah and then he changed 
his report to say because there's several memos he wrote where he said the bulletin of the back and then he 
changed it to be on the back of the neck after afterwards after all that so he it's clear that he um basically 
played along with what he knew to be admit and maybe i assume it's because he was a young aggressive 
um ambitious politician who didn't want to rock the boat too much and i don't entirely blame him considering 
you know judge earl warren is saying like no we don't you know we don't want to put these 
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you know we don't want to put these photos in the record and all this kind of stuff inspector's like up against 
the wall does he want to buck everybody and get himself you know be the troublemaker you know it seems 
like the only one of the born uh commissioned lawyers was really willing to buck the uh the trend towards 
saying it was oswald or the plan to say it was osmo while acting alone was a liebler you know and he was 
kind of looking for a communist conspiracy i think but uh yeah liebler was a little was the only one seeming to 
go in that direction at least for part of it you know that's that's very that's very compassionate assessment of 
mr and then senator spector and it's one with which i actually agree uh not to diminish how despicable his his 
um deception i think truly is but i also agree that he was in an absolutely no-win situation and that if he didn't 
do what he did they would have found someone else yeah and then you know they uh he was working with 
um oh right now the uh former police commissioner of new york and uh i can't think of it anyhow but he 
stepped out he stepped out at a certain point because he just wanted to just sign off and say yeah he didn't 
really want to investigate it all so spector was the junior uh uh counsel for that for the uh basically the bullet 
wounds in that whole area of the case and but he you get all that's under his lap but one of the things i 
discovered is that un um howard willis who was the go-between between the uh justice department and the 
commission and he was also worked just like you know uh um reagan who was the chief counselor jalen 
rankin jenny reagan he worked as 
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jalen rankin jenny reagan he worked as his top assistant and he was also the go-between between the the 
cia and the warren commission and every i mean uh and the fbi and the warren commission the government 
agencies so uh williams is so alive and he ended up writing a book uh um [Music] um i forgot easily 
forgettable it was a it was a quote from a warren but for a while he put up all his personal documents which a 
lot of them they could been put in the rec put it since the new archives he put him up on his website and i 
looked through them and i downloaded some of them and one of the ones i downloaded was a memo from 
joseph ball and david bellen laying out this is i think in january they're areas of the report that they were going 
to cover and one of them would surprise me because it didn't it was actually specter's business because it 
had to do with bullet wounds but they said they needed to explain how a bullet from high up in the building 
could enter kennedy's back and exit his throat right um right how to explain to your bullet trajectory so they 
needed to explain that so i'm like oh that's interesting so that explains to me why joseph ball was was the 
one who accompanied spectre to meet the doctors and to ask them to make the drawings which showed the 


bullet and they're going to back the neck even though the autopsy reports spelled out the 14 centimeters of 
the um eop on the back of the skull and also 14 centimeters from the right shoulder tip which matthew which 
is on the back and not on the neck and it's exactly where it is on the face sheet the drawing that they made 
and uh later on they said oh the face sheet was in there we made a mistake it really was in the back and like 
you know specter said if the doctors lied and it really was on the back they should be tried for perjury yeah 
and then sure enough in the 70s the 
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yeah and then sure enough in the 70s the tracing of the drawing comes is officially released and it was on 
the back but then but then spectre you know changed his tone and was kind of like he didn't say anything 
negative about the doctors after that so it was just a mess so i got sucked into the medical evidence and so i 
put all this documentation i showed how spectory changed his uh his views on the back uh i mean how you 
know the back and it became the back of the neck now even years later in his autobiography he was still 
staying with the back of the neck even though he was yeah yeah he was doing a lot of things in his later 
years willan's book by the way is uh history will prove us right that was howard williams book 23. 
unfortunately a lot of the media bought it because after the 50th anniversary a lot of the media has just 
closed the case on the thing and i also put that on my website where i was followed all all the uh tv shows 
that came out of the 50th anniversary which was quite a few and i documented how the actual bias is well for 
a long time people say the media bias for storage conspiracy i showed how the media bias was at least by 
the 50th anniversary was totally oh yeah the warren commission was right after all and people need to go 
away and be quiet and one of the things also a lot of these documentaries have um the pictures of the single 
bullet theory where they put the wounds in the wrong place they put the car in the wrong place they move it 
all around they they uh they reverse engineer it to make it look like it's a perfect line from kennedy through 
conway so they could explain all the wounds in kennedy and connolly with that one bullet and uh so that's 
another part of my website that i developed for a long time and you know got people mad at me and got a 
dale myers who won in the award for his animation in 2003. yeah i heard it and then uh but within you know i 
don't know 2008 or 2009 i 
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you know i don't know 2008 or 2009 i studied it and really showed how it was he made a lot of errors in his 
animation and like some of the one of the shows beyond the magic bullet the images were totally distorted so 
then he admitted because he got confronted by somebody like why aren't you defending yourself against 
past fear and he's like well you know i don't need to defend myself against him and then he says it's obvious 
that the images and beyond the magic bullet were filmed of a camera at my tv screen from an angle and that 
distorted the images and i'm like what because they overlaid the bullet trajectory right perfectly yeah i 
remember so he's admitting that the images they used to line up the bullet trajectory were distorted so right i 
found all sorts of you know it was a useful interchange to have him admit some of this stuff and another thing 
that was you know he for a long time they'd be saying that that's the seat um that people like cyril wax who 
said that conley was sitting in front of kennedy we're wrong because his seat was six inches inboard yeah 
but the six inches inboard was actually uh based on a quote from thomas kelly a secret service agent in his 
testimony to art inspector in 1964 but actually the schematics were released and the schematic service 
speaks only two and a half inches in board and so that was another thing i brought up this you know uh they 
talk about the conspiracy myths but there's all sorts of single assassins that have got into the record and 
vince bioski on his tour promoting his book that was his first thing he's like oh because frisky authorities get it 
wrong they they tell you that the secret thickness is in board but we i mean since they tell you that the seat 
was right in front of connolly connolly was right in front of Kennedy but really it was six inches in board which 
of course he was repeating a factoid which is john mcadams favorite word for a long time yeah so it's an 
ironic that visibility would always lead off his speeches by repeating the factoid very declaratively very 
declaratively uh 
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very declaratively very declaratively uh thomas kelly uh interesting guy um seemed to be you know pretty 
open in terms of being honest that was my read of him secret service guy caused a little bit of trouble with 
the warren people um well if i remember right yeah like one of the memos which i don't remember if i could 
ever quite find it but there was a yeah i think i did eventually but thomas kelly wrote a memo in the early 64 i 
think it was saying that in the future assassination should not be investigated by the fbi because the fbi could 
potentially be corrupt or something like that and i thought that was fascinating that he wrote that and uh he 
yeah to be an honest guy which is why most people have never heard of him because you know that can't be 
good for your career that's just not gonna help but he but he inspector conspired on a lot that's one of the 
things i got into what i studied his testimony because later specter would admit that kelly showed him an 
autopsy photo yeah the vacuumed autopsy photo before they did the reenactment to try to lighten up the 
trajectories yeah and but in his testimony a couple weeks after the uh the reenactment kelly says they used 
um the autopsy drawings that were made by the doctors i think is what he said and it's like no no you use the 
autopsy photo because the objective drawings put it on the back of the neck not the authentic drawing from 
the start that's the right drawing as opposed to the shoulder area which is what he said originally and yeah 
so kelly uh inspector i think sparred on the lie i think i think spectre actually supports perjury and uh so that 
was So several times i've had conversations with bert griffin who was a commissioner and howard was a 
judge yeah email exchanges like you know numerous email exchanges but we always reached the dead end 
when 
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but we always reached the dead end when i told them i thought specter lied because they just wouldn't they 
wouldn't they wouldn't accept that spectre would lie about anything or support perjury and um so that was 
where they threw the line like no no we were all well intentioned and we all told the truth exactly as we do it 
and nobody ever bothered but i think david bellen was also a liar um another one commission counsel big 
time so let me understand with regard to chronology i'm still not clear whether you you thought that the stuff 
that you ended up putting up on your website would become a book but because you were actively engaged 
in continuing research that really you never really got to a part where a point where you felt that okay i should 
publish this as opposed to continuing to add to refine and to develop what you've already put i knew that 
most people who wrote a book said who they thought did it and i was not clear unless i did it good and two i 
wanted to be public information that everybody could just follow along with my research and uh then there 
was a another element particularly when i talked about the thing about theory and using dale myers yeah i if i 
was gonna use his images i needed to do it on a free website that was my take on the video oh i should turn 
around and use his images to discredit him right by putting them up by putting him in a book without paying 
him gotcha you know his permission so in order to use some of the images that i used not to fail matters with 
some other people um i wanted it to be on a free website so i never i never uh i kept getting offers like from 
uh people to uh and i never did it and so then i'm like okay well eventually i can write a book just about like 
the witness statement so i can write a book in fact some there was 
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book in fact some there was two different people who contacted me saying i want to write a book on all the 
witness statements can i just use your website can i just take all these and i'm like well that's kind of tacky 
considering i put it up for free and i spent like a thousand hours or more you know transposing um is that the 
word anyhow writing down what you know interviews i found on youtube or interviews on the news you know 
uh interviews uh audio interviews i heard you know recorded radio tapes so i spent a long time writing that 
was you know transcribing these things and putting them down on my website and these guys just wanted to 
cut and paste and make a book out of it and take credit for it you remind me you remind me of the occasions 
where we were together at jfk conferences and after particular days particular presentations uh by particular 
figures you and i would get together and you would tell me how many of the images that somebody used in 
their presentation in their audio visual part of the powerpoint or whatever they literally took directly off of your 
website yeah and well you know the sincerest the uh imitation is the sincerest form of plagiarism have you 
ever heard that right yeah they that that that's happened a number of times there's several books that i've 


had my images and not credited oh great and um i want to touch upon a different area that has nothing to do 
with the ballistics and the shooting sequence and all of that you've done a great deal of focus because i think 
properly your perception was that one of the areas that has been least examined at least persuasively was 
pertains to the fingerprints and in particular a powerpoint presentation from 2015 called the the fingerprints of 
myth questions regarding the fingerprint 


=pdNF4Dbf38RY&t=2401s 





myth questions regarding the fingerprint evidence linking lee harvey oswald to the assassination of president 
kennedy can we touch upon that a little bit sure i uh so i'd written a lot about the medical evidence and i 
hadn't really reached an end to it but i you know i felt i'd covered it significantly and i still there's still other 
elements of the case because i really hadn't decided on my own whether oswald was one of the shooters 
whether he you know what his involvement was and the key evidence against oswald of course is that his 
fingerprints were found in the snapper's nest and on the rifle and this is what they've said anyhow so then i 
decided to go just to be as thorough studying that evidence as i had been the medical evidence and i found 
that once again it was really not what people said in um uh very uh the timing of a lot of the fingerprint 
evidence was suspicious um it seemed like they didn't really have a lot of evidence it's oswald at the time of 
the shooting and even on the night of the shooting or at the time of his death and so some of this evidence i 
think was made to was put into the record later to sell it to the public and uh so that was one of the you know 
i really studied the timing of it and but also i would study fingerprints and fingerprints initially for many years 
the fbi and other organizations held fingerprints as being um facts if there's a positive fingerprint id by a 
competent examiner it is a fact and it is not to be questioned particularly it's an foi examiner and 
unfortunately you know over the years there's been a number of cases where it's been proven that the fbi 
examinations were incorrect and so now that they uh i think it was mid-2000s they started um cutting back on 
how sure they were of fingerprint evidence and uh you know there was famously a 
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and uh you know there was famously a case in scotland where there was a talk from there was a fingerprint 
examiner whose fingerprints were found on the scene and they said she said she was never inside the 
building and they fired her and then she sued and i like all the top four fingerprint experts in scotland cell said 
like know those are your fingerprints and then there was an american expert who came up and said like no 
those aren't her fingerprints and he ended up winning the day and shirley makai was her name and it's 
shown not to be her fingerprints on the case so that really discredited the fingerprints and eyes of a lot of the 
international experts and then they did all sorts of studies and they found that you know a tremendous 
amount of thinking a tremendous amount meaning like i forget the numbers like roughly 10 of like you know 
fingerprint examinations are incorrect so that's the scientific stuff but what you focused on if i understand 
correctly was primarily the the protection of the crime scene in the immediate aftermath of the shooting and 
the crime scene being the focus on on the supposed sniper's nest on the sixth floor and then the chain of 
possession but it was the action of dallas police officials including lieutenant day and uh and others that 
really seem to compromise absolutely everything in terms of yeah this is correct yeah one of the things that 
came across was that lieutenant day the uh you know the top forensic examiner on the scene the crime 
scene investigator on the scene that day he had all sorts of lies i'll come out and say there were lies in his 
testimony and one of the things also when you you know you're widely read on the kennedy assassination 
quite often you come across stuff rather than you just have a neural focus and so by reading um phil 
shannon's book which he went back it also came out of 2013 right right where he went back and he talked to 
a lot of the warren commission uh council and one of the things that came 
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council and one of the things that came out is that um i think it was up until june they were just they they 
were talk about not using any of the not printing any of the preliminary of testimony taken by the war 
commission staff in dallas was not going to be published the public was never going to see it okay so then 


only only the testimony that was going to be published that was given to the warren commission itself in 
washington so this is significant because uh in dallas uh like robert studenbaker and uh Id montgomery and 
um um marvin johnson some of the uh two the detectives are originally on the site and that they claimed like 
they found the paper bag and then they discovered the paper bag that supposedly held oswald's rifle right 
and then you know and robert studebaker said that he found a handprint on a box and that he he tore it off 
the box and took it in any out but then you look at lieutenant day's testimony in washington a couple weeks 
later and he claims credit for doing all that stuff so it's clear that bellen bell and ball were the the attorneys uh 
the council for the warrant commission were charged that testimony so it's clear that at one point they were 
they were just gonna[___] cani think um all the early testimony and this golden day testimony and if you 
look at the warren report they just go by day's testimony which is clearly incorrect because the early of dallas 
reports dallas uh police reports and the early and their earliest testimonies all that you know studebaker and 
montgomery right johnson were in the vicinity and day wasn't anywhere around right because dave admits 
himself that he took the rifle as soon as he found the rifle he like looked at it for a few minutes and then 
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looked at it for a few minutes and then he took it into the crime lab leaving studebaker had only been working 
in the crime lab for i think five or six weeks that's right to run the crime scene yes very strange and then 
when dave came back um he didn't go up there and you know closely inspected for hours he brought the he 
brought the press up with it an hour and a half later or whatever but he brought the gave a tour yeah he gave 
him a tour and he took his pictures and so the hope that the crime scene was really compromised and um 
there's like a a lot of things appeared later like victoriously the handprint on the uh on the bottom of the uh 
the palm print on the bottom of the rifle barrel this is you know they sent the rifle into the fbi they didn't find 
anything there was talk about a print on the rifle but it seems clear when you follow the paper trail it had all 
the quotes that that's a reference to the trigger guard where they found prince and um then they said that the 
prints are too blurry and they could be identified but then later on photographs came out showing the prints 
to be actually fairly clear that could have been identified so you can only conclude if those prints were not 
erased in any way that those prints were said to be unclear and can't be identified because they weren't 
oswalds that's what that's what i've come to believe and because there's a lot of uh you know uh double 
speak about those prints and then uh at one point it you know for the uh in vloyoski's book he focuses on it 
but also in the tv show in the next 30th anniversary frontline tracked down a fingerprint examiner who said 
that he looked at those prints and he precluded they were oswalds but a fingerprint examiner when he 
makes a positive id he does a chart where he compares the you know i can't remember the exact word but 
the the matching points of the known print which is prince taken at a police 
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print which is prince taken at a police station with the yes they have an entry frame so they uh and they put 
together an actual like you know a chart that shows us something layman can understand it and this uh 
scalise who came up forward on this tv show and said that these rogue prince never presented any charts to 
demonstrate it and the fbi itself said that if he because he in order to make his charts or to make his 
confirmation he used multiple photos and he said he used five photos but when i looked at it uh three of the 
photos it's only three photos and two of them were just like longer uh props off the other photos so they really 
were in five different photos that were taken of that print there was three i think i remember right anyhow so 
there's a that whole identification which will you see totally relies upon in his book and joan posner lies about 
his book is bogus it's not it's not a valid identification scalise didn't even try to make it so like i said if he 
wanted to make it so he would have presented charts he never did and um and then later on he kind of like 
called his credibility into further question because shortly after he was on tv saying that those roswell prince 
he was all over tv saying that the vince foster's suicide note was forged and then vince foster was murdered 
So it's it's so it's like first he's the next fingerprint expert next thing you know he's a handwriting expert so this 
guy was just you know he he was out to make a name for himself it seems so anyhow so that's one of the 


things i discovered about the fingerprints and then uh one of the most strange ones is that which i discovered 
was that the fbi had taken a couple photos of the sniper zest on the very morning after the assassination so 
not on the 22nd but the early morning at the 23rd right yes and at that point there's only two 


00:50:01 (https:/Awww.youtube.com/watch?v=pdNF4Dbf3RY &t=3001s 





yes and at that point there's only two boxes in the sniper's desk one of the boxes is missing and if you look at 
the tape on the boxes in their photos it's clear that box a is missing and box a is the one they supposedly 
found oswald's prince on later so that box was missing on that date right and that box had also like a a rut 
kind of torn in it from they said it was from the rifle and when they when the dallas police did their 
reenactment photos of my possessed on the 25th um that box is there again but it's not really that box 
because if you compare the rut and the tape and i done these comparisons it's not the same box they 
impersonated box a is what they said they did an impersonation of box a and not coincidentally that's the box 
that ended up having oscar prince on it and so um that's highly suspicious and both suda baker in his early 
testimony and day in his later testimony both looked at pictures the reenactment pictures and said oh yeah 
that's the box that was there that day because you can see the rifle mark on it so i think they faked the rifle 
mark in on the box to try to sell it as the one that was in the original photos on the day of assassination 
because they someone did so hanky-panky with that box that box disappeared for a couple of days one of 
the possibilities is that somebody studebaker or somebody else took it home as a um what's the word for 
when you take something i can't even think of the word right now my brain as a memento bento yeah my 
take on this question has always been once i understood or i believe i understand that so much of the 
material evidence was uh collected and shipped immediately on the evening of the 22nd to fbi labs in 
washington dc i assume this is before the big place in west 
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this is before the big place in west virginia um so my thought was that it was probable and it would make 
sense if that box was among the materials that were shipped surreptitiously to the fbi crime lab specialists 
did whatever happened there there this would be a longer anecdote if we really went into why this is a 
distressing revelation because then uh you know by sunday i think uh there's the stuff has been shipped 
back or some stuff has been shipped back to dallas at which point it is officially turned over to the fbi so that 
that box may be have been one of the you know one of the stars of uh of that operation that's a theory that 
some people have which i've come to dismiss it was based upon the statements of um oh man i forget his 
name one of the fbi clerks that they received all this stuff but he uh i think his memory was incorrect because 
this was like testimony taken like six months later you know because there is some paper trail of what 
evidence was sent out that first day and uh you know it that is selfish damning because the supposed 
fingerprint that was found on the rifle was not sent out you know because lieutenant day later said oh i took a 
lift from the palm print that was found on the other side of the rifle and i didn't send it in and he had no idea 
and if and if they sent in all the evidence they would that would have been like oh we said it that night but 
they did not why was it sent in on the 26th and not study until the 29th and the other stuff that was in the 26 
was studied on the 27th so there's something really suspicious about that the late arriving palm print and uh i 
so i'm on my website it goes to the whole history of that palm print and how you know they um it was 
dismissed and then it was like accepted and then later on it became 
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accepted and then later on it became like you know one of the proofs of oswald's guilt even though 
lieutenant day he was the one who submitted he he always said yeah he thought it was an old print so even 
if it was a real friend he didn't really think it had any significance yeah the guy the fbi examiner to which we 
referred is a guy named james cadogan c-a-d-i-g-a-n cadigan yeah yeah he uh his testimony was that here's 
i'm i'm looking at this right now and i believe that his testimony was removed by the fbi superiors and it was 
only found later in the original transcripts because because the transcript that's printed in the warren report a 
lot of them were changed by the fbi superiors well also well it's funny you say that because this there's a 


particular packet here uh referring to the bulk of the items from dallas which arrived on the earl which were 
lived at foi headquarters early on the morning of the 23rd on the saturday uh in other words in the early hours 
of the morning the stuff a huge amount of material arrived this was crossed through uh and in terms of the 
the paper that was that the uh warren commission was reviewing pertaining to mr cadigan's statement and 
uh one word was hand written which malcolm blunt had a copy of and the word in handwriting which he 
recognized to be that of alan dulles was delete right yeah now the uh there is within the fbi's records there is 
there are memos saying we reviewed so-and-so's testimony and we've decided to remove this just part and 
change into this part and remove it and categorize was removed by the fbi superiors so they have so when 
it's an fbi expert this is 


00:56:00 (https:/Awww.youtube.com/watch?v=pdNF4Dbf3RY &t=3360s 





so when it's an fbi expert this is interesting this is another like problem with the commission as a whole when 
an fbi expert testifies it's not his testimonies the testimony of the fbi yeah so the fbi superiors could review his 
testimony and change it to be the fbi's official position yes isn't that beautiful that's something else yeah how 
did you know that they even checked with anybody yeah and this if you come across when you really study it 
you come across this over and over again where some you know somebody changed something that may 
not how about the light meter the light meter is a good example of that that and my knox camera becomes a 
light meter uh all of this is stuff that or at least quite a lot of this is stuff that you have published on your 
website as an online book again with the um advantage of being able to revise to update and revise along 
the way you've titled it a new perspective on the kennedy assassination it's 21 chapters something like that 
unless it was last time chapter b i don't even know how long it is right so my question is how what relation 
does the emergence of your documentary uh the mysterious death of number 35 what relation does that 
have to the contents of this online book well so the the video series was done when i was focused on the 
medical evidence exclusive my friend brad had made some movies uh some uh music videos and stuff like 
that and he said oh let's make a video or whatever and i said yeah that's a great idea and then so we made a 
series of videos and i remember we i think we finished the final one on the day obama was elected was it 
was elected or inaugurated elected okay so uh and soi was just 
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so uh and so i was just basically the purpose of that was to show their problems with medical evidence and 
that one of the biggest problems is that the so-called mystery photo the autopsy photos showing the skull 
with the brain removed that that shows the back of the skull not the front of the skull and um so that was the 
focus of that and later on i made a few revisions to that so my website has got more recent additions to that 
okay so that's the way that's the order yeah but what most of most of the stuff we just got discussed in the on 
the video series is you know a lot of the single bullet theory and some of the other problems and that that is 
all not really been revised i still stand by all of that so you've got uh the mysterious death of number 35 in 
four parts uh is it in its entirety as you have it posted on your website yes in uh there was a dvd we put out on 
the dvd um we also added i went through a powerpoint presentation and discussed like that evidence and 
some of the other evidence well uh detail but what's going on worked out really well pat i mean the 
collaboration between you and your friend brad and also the music that is frequently just you know 
overlooked or uh not even considered in relation to making something yeah i would use rarity uh a youtube 
video of all original material with all original music and who was the composer uh oh my he was friends 
brad's friend craig i forgot craig's last name right now but uh yeah he did you know he did it was kind of like a 
sound very presidential music very patriotically some people when they complain on youtube they complain 
about the music more than anything else scott mclaughlin oh scott i said craig sorry scott yes scott and uh 
nice job uh yeah i like the music you know 





uh yeah i like the music you know sometimes we we when we edited the videos we'd Say like okay bring it 
down here's a little too loud sure exactly like of course one of the things that which was you know we're 
showing how spectre was like some of the things he said that makes sense so scott added this kind of 
comical music almost like uh um yeah yeah yeah yeah circus music and so uh you know some people 
thought that was obnoxious but yeah i actually like the music overall i think but the problem is that they were 
design at the time youtube would only accept 15 minute videos no i think it was seven minute videos or 
something like that really short videos so we we had to do them in multiple parts and then later on it was like 
oh well we could have done like one long video rather than all right yeah that's what's right so when he put 
him together as a as a movie on the uh these four he repeated the music and some people thought that was 
too much to repeat the music at the intro of each part it was too much but um wow yeah i thought it was 
pretty well done i agree it was that rarity because a lot of times people just show the zaputo film and talk 
about it but we actually had like you know we didn't show this recruiter film um in the videos and that might 
have been a reason why you know that they weren't just watched as well because some people just want to 
watch the pizzagate over and over again but uh we discussed the evidence in detail and a lot of people were 
influenced and to my fortune you know jim d eugenio whether you agree with him on stuff or not he's actually 
he's pretty influential and he liked my video and he gave it a big thumbs up on the website yeah a lot of 
people he's done so much well he's done a great very great deal to focus people with a casual interest in this 
stuff to focus their attention on things that are worth focusing upon so we are indebted to him and right now 
you know he's he's excited about the fact that uh mr stone has returned to the jfk story in a meaningful way 
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to the jfk story in a meaningful way having critical success with the film in europe uh rights being sold around 
the world to date as of august 5th of 2021 no sales to uh market the film in the united states and it's already 
having some impact because okay so i got sick with leukemia basically around christmas time and then i you 
know finally came to the doctors late february and they took i got to run around and then i headed for the 
hospital early march so i haven't really been writing about the kennedy assassination for what seven months 
or whatever and uh but ironically somebody noticed my website and decided so i got my first um you don't 
know what the app you're talking about video email in a while the other day someone came out of the blue to 
say like you don't know what to eat you know you're just an idiot you don't know what you're talking about 
and i realize it's probably just somebody who's got a all excited over the oliver stone thing yeah right around 
attacking people yeah well uh put as you know quite a lot i'm responsible for administration and content on 
several websites and i'm putting a lot of stuff up on youtube these days and have uh from you know from our 
assassination archives and research center channel and some jeff stuff with jeff morley from jfk facts and dr 
newman's website jfkjmn.com and uh overall uh to date i can tell you that i'm impressed that i suspect 
because mr stone has been in the news our numbers have gone up there have been a greater number of 
listeners many of whom seem to be thoughtful at least the ones who are commenting uh haven't had much in 
the way of you know the usual the usual kind of 
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the usual the usual kind of imbecilic thing where you get confronted by people who are politically or 
ideologically motivated without the benefit of knowledge um and uh and so ii think as usual i would say that 
because of mr stone our cause is if not celebrated at least it is encouraged at a time where you know i think 
it's appropriate this year this is an important year in relation to the final review of the jfk records and the 
ultimate determination made by the president of the united states in october about whether the remaining 
materials will be released i just did a program i will share with you with rex bradford um i'll send you a link to 
it we did one just two weeks ago or so and uh i think that the fact that mr stone's documentary is in the news 
despite the fact that we haven't seen it here in the united states uh is beneficial to all who continue to care 
about having a deeper and more accurate understanding of our own story right you know i want to touch 
upon one brief thing with you as we kind of wind down in i i would say that in a competitive field uh issues 
pertaining to the interpretation of autopsy materials x-ray stuff discussions about the forensics discussions 
about absolutely every aspect of the physical attack on president kennedy and the government's response to 


his murder which includes is his autopsy and um all of what that might entail or include uh there's a great 
deal of contention among people whom i would regard as having uh significantly greater expertise in these 
areas than for instance than i 
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areas than for instance than i so how do we deal with the fact that experts disagree about sometimes the 
most fundamental things about what's your what's your thought at this point in in the story about the fact that 
even this many decades after the fact um experts continue to disagree some of whom you know vehemently 
vociferously yeah well that's one of the things that sucked me in is like why i can't really rely upon the experts 
so when possible like for years i referred to certain radiologists saying all these radiologists say this and then 
i'm like you know there's radiologist tex radiology textbooks let's pick open them up unfortunately in my case 
as a kid my mom i was my mom as a nurse so there were nursing books around the house so i got used to 
reading medical textbooks as a kid so i wasn't intimidated innately intimidated by medical textbooks so 
rumors rumors to the effect that your mother was a cia nurse should be disregarded yes she was not a cia 
okay soi uh so i read textbooks as a kid so i wasn't innately afraid of textbooks like some people might be so 
when i went to ucla stuff i'd open up these textbooks and i realized that some of the impressions by people 
were wrong the most classic one being harrison livingstone um living stun right let me just stop stopping he 
looked he looked at the one x-ray and he saw a lot of black on he said therefore there's no skull there right 
except the you know x-rays are created by comparison of like levels of skulls so if you have a little skull on 
one side and a lot on the other it might in order to make the one not too bright you might not see the other 
side or whatever exactly so it's it's all uh you know the 
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so it's it's all uh you know the densities are comparative densities and it's not absolute decisions comparative 
density i get it yeah yeah so the uh so anyway he was wrong and then everybody now realizes he's wrong 
there was skull in that position of the body it wasn't that that that whole front of the face was blown off like 
he's right right right so you read the textbooks and you start to realize these mistakes and you're like okay 
um eventually even though i'm hesitant to say i'm a layman and that i'm i'm gonna have to say that i disagree 
with some of these experts on these points because i've read all these textbooks and they all seem to 
disagree and this is what the record seems to show and it's so now this is where it's interesting is that when 
you do on the conspiracy research side people seem to have some respect for that when you do that but on 
the single assassin research side when you get into that all the details and you say i read all these books 
blah blah blah they said there's an argument i got from leosi when i talked to him so i talked to him at a book 
a book signing once and also um michael shermer the editor of skeptic magazine who's written about the 
assassination a few times yes um i exchanged some emails with him they say and also howard williams 
when i wrote exchanging emails with howard wells they say like well you're just buried you've got yourself 
buried in the minutia you're not supposed to really look at all the facts you're supposed to look at the big 
picture facts that like oswald was a weird dude and weird dudes could kill people and he killed somebody 
and we know he wanted to kill somebody else so therefore he killed kennedy and why are you looking at all 
this other stuff it's just minutiae you know that is an echo of uh jay lee rankin and his admission that the 
single bullet hypothesis was one that is you know broadly applicable in other words don't get don't look at it 
too closely yeah yeah and that's what you say to 
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yeah yeah and that's what you say to liebler at the end we're all for closing doors we're not opening them 
exactly well well yes that's exactly right exactly right yeah you know sylvia odio said like oswald came to her 
house with some guys who were anti-castro and that seemed to like be totally like different than what 
everybody thought and but yeah let's not look at that too closely because we don't want to open doors we 
just want to close those yeah you know but yeah anyhow one of his speeches and i think also his book he 
makes a deal about how he's drawn to simple explanations he's really attracted to simple explanations and 


that's how you solve crimes by looking for simple explanations and i'm like yeah that's how you miss out if 
you know if someone's gonna assassinate the president they're probably gonna try to make it complicated 
you know and so if there's just a bias against solving the crime when it comes down to and it continues to 
stay with you know the european media is open to oliver stone's things whether he's right or wrong on a lot of 
stuff they're open to it but the american media is just going to want to dismiss it all don't want to discuss it 
right they've adopted this simple solution and it's frustrating to me because some of the evidence on my 
website is slam dunk you know and it never it rarely gets mentioned it never gets mentioned in the 
mainstream media but it really would get mentioned in the uh conspiracy research because it goes against 
someone you know what they have to say like one of the things a couple years ago i focused on the brain 
injuries and oh my god i didn't realize when you look at Kennedy's brain injuries the brain injuries are not um 
they don't correlate whatsoever to a bullet underneath the back of the head exploding from the top or 
whatever or ordering from the front of the head the main brain injury was was a a blow to the top of the head 
which the tangential wound like i said the woman was the wound on the top of the head is a tangential blow 
of interest and exit and that's what the brain is totally show and i found these articles written 
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show and i found these articles written back in the 50s by the prestigious neuroanatomists and prestigious 
branches most uh most prestigious forensic catholics at the time russell fisher and richard lindenberg who 
used to went on to be in the clark panel and the rockefeller rockefeller commission panel and they wrote they 
described kennedy's this is the 50s he basically described kennedy's brain injury and said this is 
symptomatic of a blow to the top of the head and it it it just shocked me and um so actually at one of the 
conferences i asked sterile i said you knew these men were they lying when they later signed off on the 
balloon entering the back of the head when they know that the brain injuries are totally you know signify that 
the bullet a bullet hit the head at the top of the head who did you ask and he said they just you know they 
were blinded they didn't really like they probably didn't even realize that they were contradicting their own 
papers and um i got the same thing about this and gwen another thing i wrote about was the neutron 
activation analysis and uh you know which supposedly tied the single bullet theory together by saying that 
the fragments and these risks were the same as the you know the the magic bullet found on the stretcher or 
whatever yeah that had a limited rain yeah so they uh but would you really i've written tons you know 
numerous papers by vincent wink and he also disagreed with his own findings he just went completely the 
other way of his own findings and all these off papers when he testifies about the kennedy assassination he 
says the exact opposite of everything he's ever said before and after so it's like except when he talks about 
the kennedy assassination so some of these experts were either lying on purpose or they just blinded and i 
think there is this cognitive bias that like oh oswald must have done it and they don't want to go against the 
grain and say that oswald might have been innocent there might have been another 
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innocent there might have been another shooter so they just looked the other way and that's what if my 
website accomplished anything else if you look in the minutia you'll find these contradictions and you'll see 
that the experts cannot be trusted because they disagree with themselves over and over again they disagree 
with each other over and over again and so hopefully someday it'll be another uh investigation another thing i 
found is that uh dr michael baden you know one of his couple different times he made reference to uh talking 
to a doctor tom marshall because he admitted that none of the agency medical panel that reinvestigated 
medical evidence in the 70s none of them really had experience with military rifle wounds so they called up a 
doctor in northern ireland named thomas marshall and they asked him like well you have experience with 
military rifle wounds could kennedy's head wound be a military rifle did dr tom marshall evidently said oh 
yeah blah blah blah so he mentions this that like we consulted with the top right civilian expert and he said 
yes these were military this could be a middle notion but what i found later is that they read dr thomas 
marshall's main experience of military rafale wounds was he was a forensic pathologist for the victims of the 
sunday bloody sunday massacre and fans of the band youtube fans of the band 2. all about that yes and this 
is where protesters were fired on by by the british military and uh basically murdered in the streets and 


anyhow they did a reinvestigation of years later and they concluded that some of the soldiers at least one of 
the soldiers was using dumb dumb bullets bullets that were like you know uh cut to make sure that they 
exploded on impact and that the main guy was a 
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on impact and that the main guy was a guy bernard mcguigan rest his soul he was shot in the head and they 
ruled that it was the bullet was compromised in some way and probably possibly by a dumb dumb bullet and 
so tom marshall's evidence that military bullets could cause kennedy's head wounds came from tainted 
evidence and this is another thing i discovered which i think is underappreciated and uh so yeah you can't 
rely upon all these experts and you just have to look at as many textbooks and as many reports and as many 
and so i tried to compile a lot of that on my website and uh just a heads up when i was in the hospital and i 
thought i was dying i got this email from google saying we're switching your google website over to the new 
google sites and you like uh or no you you need to switch your google website over at the new google sites 
and i'm like oh god i can't deal with this i'm in the hospital right right yeah and i think i'm done and i'm like well 
but if i would does this mean if i get sick and die in two weeks or something like that that my website's gonna 
go away soi went ahead and signed up for the new google sites and then when i looked at it they scrambled 
all the images the text was all there but the images are no longer where i have them oh no so my website is 
a bit wacky to read because i haven't had the heart to go back and put all the images back in the right spot 
yet but the text is all there so if you're reading the text and it says you know look at this image you might 
have to look around a little bit it'll be nearby okay thank you for telling us yeah it's not much different than like 
if you're reading a book and they say go to the photo section or something yeah but they uh but ii will go 
back and fix it now that it seems like i'm gonna survive for a while but um yeah at the time i was just like i 
was really discouraged i was really depressed and i didn't want to think about it so sorry yeah you and i have 
spent quite a bit of time at the various uh well at least at the lancer conferences uh during the last 
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lancer conferences uh during the last number of years um and you know that's um kind of a culture unto 
itself it's an environment unto itself a lot of times some of the most memorable parts might come after the day 
of the presentations and all of that um have you come away from that experience would you say with a 
positive sense of directionality in terms of what we are all what it is in which we are engaged do you have 
basic optimism about the fact that gradually in almost every area that is relevant to studying president 
kennedy's assassination in all of what that entails that there is measurable progress over time it might be 
slow but there it does seem to be directionality at least to me uh are you optimistic how do you feel about 
where we are where we're going i'm kind of torn because uh like i said there's some of the evidence which 
i've come across which i think is kind of concrete about you know the about this shooting scenario and about 
some of the wounds that hardly anybody ever mentions but then sometimes people mention it they don't give 
you credit so sometimes they get annoyed by that but they uh bastards that's like yeah no they're not 
passers they're just you know but sometimes every now and then i'll get like a i'll post something and 
someone will say well what about the blah blah and they won't realize that that was something i came up 
with 15 years ago classic yeah like did you know that michael bond yeah yeah that was me yeah right um so 
uh they uh so sometimes i disappointed that so many people get on the internet and write without actually 
doing that much homework because you go to the forums and you get discouraged and stuff and then 
sometimes you go to the conferences and people are talking about things which you kind of groan because 
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things which you kind of groan because they're talking about things which i thought were like just proven 
you're dissolved yeah there there is gradual uh like the joe needs angle is caught on everybody kind of now 
knows that the significance that the cia put a guy in place to subvert shut down rather than help to risk a 
felony prosecution yeah obstruction yeah and so there's different angles that have come forward that are 
important i think some of my discoveries will be important i think it's un some of them have caught on like a 


lot of the people a lot of the people write about the medical evidence now acknowledge or claim that that the 
large headway was a tangential wound because if you line up the damage to the scalp damage to the skull 
damage to the lining of the brain the damage to the brain itself it all adds up to the bullet impacting at the top 
of the head um you know it's a supposed exit but it actually was not an exit that was an intergenic exit which 
makes this small entrance on the back of the head if there really was one which i believe there is as a 
second head wound um and so there's there's you Know pieces at one point i was looking at the photos and 
i'm pretty sure i found the uh entrance on the back of the skull low on the back of the skull that the doctor 
said they saw you can it actually is in the photographs and hopefully someday that'll be more clear people 
will you know be able to recognize that easily so without regard to the types of arguments which are you 
know inevitable and in some cases which will not be resolved uh probably within the lifetimes of some of the 
people who have been most adversarial with each other about particular things what's your sense of ultimate 
his as our dear brother bill sempage refers to it as ultimate historical um 


=pdNF4Dbf3RY &t=4920s 





refers to it as ultimate historical um correction well unfortunately like at the 50th anniversary the media did its 
share to try to say it was all you know basically we were arguing over nothing and that it really was obviously 
oswald right but there's strangely enough there was a few programs that still kind of kept an open mind 
ironically fox news so this is one of those uh it's kind of tragic to me personally but it's almost like serial comic 
that yeah the open-mindedness about the kennedy assassination unfortunately has become tied to the open- 
mindedness about trump and that trump was really the you know so there's this whole a lot of trump 
supporters are really open-minded about the kennedy assassination being a conspiracy yeah so that's 
interesting because it makes me really kind of like anxious that like i've been tied in with these people what 
about the thing i just saw on the facebook where a guy was crediting donald trump with releasing the 
materials that we got in the seven consecutive releases between april 26th and or july 26th in april something 
probably 26 of 2018 crediting the man who was singularly responsible for preventing the letter of the law that 
thanks to donald trump all of that stuff was released to us can you imagine i will give some credit because he 
could have just said none you know don't let the perfect be the enemy of the good so it was good that 
someone so much got released it wasn't perfect because not all of it got released yeah yeah i have a little bit 
of a different angle on that but uh the letter of the law was explicit that uh 25 years later and it required 
presidential intervention to prevent that from happening and that's what happened the president intervened 
i'm sure he received numerous phone calls from people completely some of his biggest supporters say 





biggest supporters say you can't release the names of those you know people in cuba that are working for us 
you can't release this you can't release that you know there's of presumably most of what's been held back 
or the names of people that could be very damaging well we we will continue to discuss what's in the 
remaining records the parts about which we have some sense of certainty and in addition to which there is 
always inevitably inevitably there is the sense of the potential for discovery and there will be quite a lot more 
about that very soon i can assure you in any event you know i'm very grateful to you i'm very grateful to you 
and i know you're going through a challenging episode but uh you know i'm i'm also aware that you're strong 
and a gracious and a thoughtful and a determined person that's in evidence in your approach to these 
indescribably complex areas that are the focus of your attention and um you know it needn't go without 
saying that a great number of people wish you well well thank you alan and uh don't like you asked me about 
my overall uh yeah i think time will clarify a lot of issues and the work of you know john newman and some of 
the other people that are currently working on it um as these books become more uh i mean look at books 
john newman's book on vietnam at first it was kind of controversial but now a lot of his viewpoints are 
accepted and like i said with my own case the tangential wound is now largely accepted as being that the 
large headwind was a transitional world change is slow as syrup is something i once said yeah and that's 
kind of what's happening and there's a bit of backlash and this brings us back to we've had discussions 
about the uh thomas coons and the uh his book on scientific uh oh what's the name of the book you have it 
uh it's one of the absolute most 
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uh it's one of the absolute most essential books that anybody can ever have whatever the hell the name of it 
is uh it's the advanced scientific revolution or something like that anyhow but he writes about how even the 
greatest series the greatest advances take place over a long period of time because the people that are 
there when it happens don't want to accept it by the way and so it takes time like the structure of scientific 
revolutions there you go yeah and uh so there's you know uh there yeah there's still a lot of change that's 
going to take place over the next 10 or 20 years for sure yeah on people's viewpoints on this and um yeah 
you know so this it's important that some people that are into doing the minutiae work continue to do so yeah 
and not just you know stop off and just say like well this is what happened this is what i think happened right 
a lot of times people you get to these arguments online and you realize the person hasn't said the word they 
just like well this is what i think happened you know i read this yes it's it's a guess or whatever so quote 
something from 25 years ago and say well this is what i heard happen so how can you disagree yeah that's a 
great answer too much to read as you know jeff morley and rex have pointed out to me something of which i 
was not aware and that is that not until 2067 2067 uh some oral materials that are being withheld from us 
that were deed of gift deed of gift materials which are not well some jackie some 
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which are not well some jackie some are robert kennedy uh some of the william manchester stuff i believe 
there's some other things but it's possible i'm misinformed um uh we will very likely have no access to those 
things during our lifetime i mean i suppose we could start you know taking better care of ourselves but 2067 
is the date at which some numbers of materials that are being withheld will be released to a largely 
indifferent public at that point in our history assuming we're still around anyway thank you very much for 
allowing us to do this um i've always so loved spending time with you and uh going out and getting a beer 
and trying to assess whatever it is to which we've been exposed um at these conferences and i'm grateful to 
you for other things not least of which drawing to my attention that our great ultimate scholar professor peter 
dale scott was in the hotel dining room on an occasion where i was supposed to be doing something but 
instead was able to go uh meet with professor scott because you basically you just came and dragged me off 
the stage and um that was something before we wanted to meet him well that was we had been in in 
communication i'd never met him physically without your gesture of friendship and consideration i would 
have missed what turned out to be a couple of extraordinarily enriching and beautiful days and i'm grateful to 
you for that and other things thank you for being with us i will put up appropriate links to some of your online 
stuff not least of which of course is patspeare.com and um i will speak with you again and in the meantime 
you know be well thank you my friend and i just looked up at the clock and it's 12 15 so we almost made it to 
12 30. on the 
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so we almost made it to 12 30. on the 16th window you're not having fried chicken for lunch by any chance 
are you because oh no you're gonna have to get the hell out of there in the next couple of minutes all right 
okay i'll talk to you later god bless bye my friend take care thank you for calling thanks would let me call you 
all right [Music] so [Music] uh 


END 


